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REMARKS/ARCTJMFNTS 

Glaims 20-35 are pending in the appUcation. Claim 20 has been amended 
Snpport for the claims can be found in the specification as originaUy filed. No new matter has 
be^ introduced by virtue of tiiese amradments. 

Claims 20-35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. Claim 20 has been amended to ledte in part 
"at least one cipher key commonly osed among a plurality of security levels for each file." 
Support for "at least one cipher key" can be found at page 32, lines 7-23 of flue present 
specification as originally filed. The Section 1 12 rejection of the claims is beUeved to be 
overcome. 

Claims 20-23, 25-26, 28-29. and 33-35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
hems impatentable over Boebett et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4.713,753) in view of McCoUum et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,006,228) and Matyas Jr. et al. (U.S. Patent No, 6,947.556). Hieae claim 
rejections are overcome as follows. 

Claims 24 and 27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Boebert et aL in view of McColtam et al. and Matyas Jr. et al. and further in view of Digital 
Equqmient Coiporation. 

Qaim 30 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Boebert et al. in view of McCoUum et al, and Matyas Jr. et aL and fiirflier in view of Scheldt et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,754,820). 

Claims 3 1-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Boebert et al. in view of McCollum et al. and Malyas Jr. et al. and fiuther in view of Dryer et al. 
(U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0099666). 

Interview wfth Exftininftr 

A telephonic intoview with ihe Examiner was conducted on October 10, 2006. 
Hie undersigned would like to ftank the Examiner fbr his time. As understood, the Examiner 
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indicated that Applicant's proposed claim iunendments appear to overcome the cunwt cited 
references. 

Section 103 Refectinns 

Independent claim 20 has been amended to more clearly recite in part "an access 
control processing unit ... wherein if a host OS program of the access control processing unit is 
tanq)ered, a guest OS of the access control processing nnit is instructed to invaUdate the 
flmciions of the host OS program." Support for this feanire can be fotmd, e.g.. at page 29. lines 
5-28 and FIG. 1 of the present specification as originally filed. 

The Boebert reference discloses a "method of restricting access on tlie basis of 
predetermined relations between data format and subsystems [fliat] can be used to maintain the 
incomiptabilityofinfemiation." See, e.g.. cohmm 7, lines 33-37. A memory address appaiatus 
compares an access right against operation and verifies that the modes and manners of access 
and manipulation requiredby the operation ate permitted by the access right (see, e.g., cohmm 9, 
lines 21-26). 

The McCoUum refisrence discloses a file table 200 which is used to control access 
to individual HTML documents. See, e.g., column 3, lines 5-6. The McCoUum reference also 
discloses determining whether a user has the required security level and user group to access a 
desired file (see, e.g.. column 3, lines 55-57). 

The Matyas reference discloses secure access to an encrypted file utilizing two- 
level encryption where a file is encrypted with a first key and where that key is encrypted with a 
second key generated from a password associated with the encrypted file (see, e.g.. cohmm 8. 
lines 25-30). 

The cited referaic^ singly teadi allowing users to securely access desired files. 
While the cited references disclose secure access to encrypted files, the cited referees do not 
teach or suggest protecting against illegal action against a host OS program of an access control 
processing unit The clainjed invention teaches this distinguishing feature of protecting against 
illegal action (tampering) against a host OS program used to confirm secure access to desired 
files. Ifthe host OS pnsgram is tampered, the guest OS is mstiucted to invalidate the fbneti 
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Of the host OS, for example, by inhibitiqg aU ffle accesses or stopping fh« execution of the host 
OS. See, e.g., page 29, lines 5-28 of the present specification as originally ffled. 

Even if combined, ttie combination of the cited leferences fiils to teach or suggest 
"an access control processing unit . .. wherein if a host OS program of the access control 
processing unit is tampered, a guest OS of the access conlrol processing unit is instructed to 
invalidate the functions of the host OS program" as redted in independent claim 20. 

Based upon 1hc feilure of the references relied ttpon the Examiner to teach or 
suggest the elements of ind^endent claim 20, it is respectfully asserted that claim 20 and claims 
21-35 depending therefiom, are patentable. The Section 103 rejection of the claims is believed 
to be overcome. 

For at least the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully asserted that claims 21-35 
depending from claim 20 are likewise are patentable over the art of record- The Section 103 
rejections of the claims are believed to be ovttcome. 

CONCLUSTQN 

In view of the foregoing. Applicants believe aU claims now pending in this 
^Ucalion are in condition for allowance and an action to that end is respectfully requested. 

If file Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
das ^plication, please tel^one tiie undersigned at 650-326-2400. 
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